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REMARKS 

Claims 1-53 are pending with entry of this Amendment. 
Applicant acknowledges the indicated allowability of Claims 1-53. 
Specification 

At paragraph 1 on page 2 of the Office Action, the Examiner appears to object to 
the arrangement of the specification on the basis that the written description does not 
provide the section heading of "BRIEF SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION." Applicant 
is not aware of any requirement for providing such a section or section heading in the 
written description and requests that the objection be withdrawn. 

For example, under 37 C.F.R. § 1.71, "the specification must include a written 
description of the invention or discovery and of the manner and process of making and 
using the same, and is required to be in such full, clear, concise and exact terms as to 
enable any person skilled in the art.. .to make and use the same," {See 37 C.F.R. § 1.71, 
MPEP § 608.01) and Applicant's written description conforms to §1.71. While the 
guidelines provided by the MPEP suggest such a summary section, Applicant cannot find 
any section of the MPEP or the Code of Federal Regulations that requires that an 
application must contain a Brief Summary of the Invention section and respectfully 
requests either withdrawal of the objection. 

At paragraph 2 on page 3 of the Office Action, the Examiner identified a 
typographical error in the specification. Applicant has amended the specification to 
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correct the typographical error. No new matter has been added. Acceptance of the 

amendment and withdrawal of the objection are respectfully solicited. 

Claim Objections 

At paragraph 3 on page 3 of the Office Action, the Examiner objects to Claims 1- 
28, 31-32 and 40-41 because of several alleged informalities. Applicant has amended 
Claims 1, 13, 18, 26 and 16 to correct the informalities identified by the Examiner. 

Applicant respectfully requests withdrawal of the objection to Claims 5, 31 and 
40. Claim 5 is dependent from independent Claim 1 and recites, inter alia: "wherein the 
step of determining estimated symbols includes...". Step (c) of independent Claim 1 
recites, inter alia, "determining estimated symbols from the samples...". Thus, Claim 5 
properly references independent Claim 1. Likewise, Claims 31 and 40 also provide 
proper references to prior claims in the same manner as discussed with Claims 1 and 5. 

The objections to Claims 1, 16, 31 and 40 have been either corrected or addressed. 
Withdrawal of the objections to Claims 2-4, 6-12, 14-15, 17, 19-25, 27-28, 32 and 41 are 
requested by virtue of their respective dependencies. 
Rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 112 

At paragraph 5 of the Office Action, the Examiner rejects claims 1-15, 25-27 and 
37-47 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12 as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and 
distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. Applicant 
has amended Claims 1, 12, 14, 25, 27, and 37 to correct the typographical errors 
identified by the Examiner; however, several of the rejections premised upon the term 
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"said frame" lacking antecedent basis are improper. For example, the term "frames" in 

the preamble of Claim 1 properly provides antecedent basis for the term "said frame" in 

Claim 12. Similarly, the term "frames" in step (a) of Claim 16 provides antecedent basis 

for the term "said frame" in Claim 25. Reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejections 

under 35 U.S.C. §112, of Claims 1, 12, 14, 25, 27 and 37 are hereby respectfully 

solicited. 

Claims 2-1 1 and 15 and Claims 38-47 are dependent upon independent Claims 1 
and 37, respectfully. Claims 1 and 37 are in condition for allowance. Thus, the claims 
depending from independent Claims 1 and 37 are patentable at least by virtue of their 
dependence, without need to resort to the additional patentable limitations contained 
therein. Reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection of Claims 2-11, 15 and 38-47 
under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12 are hereby solicited. 
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Conclusion 



Applicant believes that the present application is in condition for allowance and, 
as such, it is earnestly requested that Claims 1-53 be allowed to issue in a U.S. Patent. 

If the Examiner believes that an in-person or telephonic interview with the 
Applicant's representatives will expedite the prosecution of the subject patent 
application, the Examiner is invited to contact the undersigned agents of record. 

While an extension of time is not deemed necessary, the Office is requested and 
hereby authorized to charge the appropriate extension-of-time fees against Deposit 
Account No. 04-1679 to Duane Morris LLP. 

Respectfully Submitted, 



DUANE MORRIS LLP 
1667 K Street, N.W. 
Washington DC 20006 
Telephone: (202) 776-5239 
Fax: (202)776-7801 

Dated: June 18,2007 
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